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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Drawings 

1 . New corrected drawings in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121 (d) are required in this 
application because the hand drawn figures are difficult to read. Applicant is advised to 
employ the services of a competent patent draftsperson outside the Office, as the U.S. 
Patent and Trademark Office no longer prepares new drawings. The corrected drawings 
are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. The 
requirement for corrected drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 9 is objected to because of the following informalities: replace "an 
scanning" with --a scanning- in line 1 . Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 
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4. Claims 1-3, 5 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Usami (US 6,677,988). 
[claim 1] 

In regard to claim 1, Usami discloses a method of remotely adjusting at least one 
operating parameter of a computer controlled image capturing system, the method 
comprising: 

(a) providing a remote user terminal (Figure 1, Items 1,12 and 13) coupled to the 
image capturing system (Figure 1 , Item 1 1 and scanner, c. 3, II. 24-28) via a 
transmission medium (Figure 1); 

(b) determining a parameter range for the operating parameter (Figure 2; Figure 
3;c. 3, II. 33-50); 

(c) dividing the parameter range into a plurality of parameter points (Figure 2; 
Figure 3; c. 3, II. 33-50; AE); 

(d) causing the image capturing system to generate an image at each of the 
plurality of parameter points (c. 3, II. 41-50) ; 

(e) transmitting the generated images from the image capturing system to the 
remote user terminal via the transmission medium (Figure 2; Figure 3; c. 3, II. 51- 
54; the examiner notes that to display the images they must inherently be 
transmitted to the display device); 

(f) displaying the generated images at the remote user terminal (Figure 2; Figure 
3; c. 3, 11.51-54); 
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(g) utilizing the remote user terminal to select a best image from the generated 
images (Figure 2; Figure 3; c. 3, II. 51 - 65); 

(h) communicating the identity of the selected best image from the remote user 
terminal to the image capturing system, the identity of the selected best image 
causing the image capturing system to determine an updated parameter range 
(Figure 2; Figure 3; c. 3, II. 51-65; "reducing the value of AE); 

(i) dividing the updated parameter range into a plurality of updated parameter 
points that includes the parameter point associated with the selected best image 
(Figure 2; Figure 3; c. 3, 11-51-65; the examiner notes that the process returns to 
step S101 to redisplay images with an updated parameter range); and 

(j) iteratively repeating steps (c)-(i) until a final best image is selected (Figure 2; 
c. 3, II. 64-65). 
[claim 2] 

In regard to claim 2, Usami discloses a method wherein the at least one 
operating parameter is a single operating parameter (Figure 3, c. 41-50; e.g. lightness). 
The examiner notes that the method disclose by Usami can inherently be used to adjust 
a single operating parameter as claimed so long as the user only selects images along 
a horizontal line (or alternatively a vertical or diagonal line), 
[claim 3] 

In regard to claim 3, Usami discloses a method wherein the at least one 
operating parameter is a plurality of operating parameters (Figure 3; c. 41-50; lightness, 
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saturation and hue), 
[claim 5] 

In regard to claim 5, Usami discloses a method wherein the generated images 
are displayed as a two-dimensional array (Figure 3). 
[claim 10] 

In regard to claim 10, Usami discloses a method of adjusting at least one 
operating parameter of a computer-controlled image capturing system, the method 
comprising: 

(a) determining a parameter range for the operating parameter (Figure 2; Figure 
3; c. 3, II. 33-50); 

(b) dividing the parameter range into a plurality of parameter points (Figure 2; 
Figure 3; c. 3, II. 33-50; AE); 

(c) causing the image capturing system to generate an image at each of the 
plurality of parameter points (c. 3, II. 41-50) ; 

(d) displaying the generated images (Figure 2; Figure 3; c. 3, II. 51-54); 

(e) selecting a best image from the generated images, selection of the best 
image causing the image capturing system to determine an updated parameter 
range (Figure 2; Figure 3; c. 3, II. 51 - 65; "reducing the value of AE); 

(f) dividing the updated parameter range into a plurality of updated parameter 
points that includes the parameter point associated with the selected best image 
(Figure 2; Figure 3; c. 3, 11-51-65; the examiner notes that the process returns to 
step S101 to redisplay images with an updated parameter range); and 
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(g) iteratively repeating steps (c)-(i) until a final best image is selected (Figure 2; 
c. 3, II. 64-65). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Usami 
(US 6,677,988). 

[claim 4] 

In regard to claim 4 Usami does not disclose a method wherein the images are 
displayed as a one-dimensional array. However, it is noted that the invention of Usami 
is not limited to a specific display structure. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to display the images 
of Usami in a one dimensional array to take up less space on the display screen. 

7. Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Usami (US 6,677,988) in view of Hane (EP 1069764A2). 

[claim 6] 

In regard to claim 6, Usami lacks a method wherein the generated images are 
moving images having periodic motion, the periodic motion represented as a loop of 
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animation. Hane discloses a similar system to that of Usami wherein a video signal is 
used instead of a still picture (e.g. Figure 2; Paragraph 0023). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
adapt the system of Usami to use video signals instead of still image signals to increase 
the functionality of the Usami method, 
[claim 7] 

In regard to claim 7, Hane discloses the use of video signals (e.g. Figure 1 , 
VIDEO OUTPUT), 
[claim 8] 

In regard to claim 8, Usami in view of Hane lacks moving images which are 
captured as a sequence of still images. Official Notice is taken that it is well known in 
the imaging art to capture moving images as a sequence of still images. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use moving images captured as a sequence of still images in the system of 
Usami in view of Hane to allow parameter setting for a moving image captured as a 
group of still images. 



8. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Usami 
(US 6,677,988) in view of Boies et al. (US 5,426,732). 
[claim 9] 

In regard to claim 9, Usami discloses a method for correcting color parameters in 
an imaging system. However, it is noted that it is known in the art to correct other 
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imaging parameters using the method disclosed by Usami. For example, Boies 
discloses correcting camera positioning parameters (e.g. pan and tilt) and zoom 
parameters (see Figures 1 , 2a, 2b). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to adapt the method of Usami 
to be able to control camera positioning parameters as taught by Boies However, Usami 
in view of Boies et al. lacks an imaging system which is a scanning electron microscope 
system. Official Notice is taken that the use of scanning electron microscope imaging 
systems is well known in the art. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the method of Usami 
in view of Boies to allow a user to easily set the parameters (e.g. position and zoom) of 
the scanning electron microscope. 



9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The following prior art further shows the current state of the art in 
parameter setting by way of selecting a best image on a display screen: 



Conclusion 



Lee et al. 



US 6,324,695 



n. 



Uehara et al. 



JP 64-07 1377 A 



ii. 



Ryall et al. 



EP 0992944 A1 



1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy J Henn whose telephone number is (703) 305- 
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8327. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30 AM - 5:00 PM, alternate 
Fridays off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Wendy R Garber can be reached on (703) 305-4929. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



TJH 

9/28/2004 



